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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 1/15/09, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 1-17 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view 
of Launey et al. U.S. Patent 5,086,385. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-10 and 12-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Launey et al. U.S. Patent 5,086,385. Regarding claims 1, 14 and 16, Launey discloses a method 
for controlling the execution of a computer program, having multitasking capability, on a 
computing element of a controller for at least one of controlling and regulating a system that can 
take up various possible system states, comprising: subdividing the computer program into a 
plurality of functionally linked functionalities (col. 28, lines 19-59, tasks); defining possible 
operating states for the functionalities (col. 28, lines 19-59, subtasks); defining possible system 
states of the system (col. 28, lines 19-59, states; col. 29, lines 5-13, current state of task); 
allocating specifiable operating states to the functionalities for each system state (col. 28-29, 
lines 19-34); ascertaining dependencies of the functionalities on one another, a first functionality 
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being dependent upon a second functionality if at least one input variable of the first 
functionality is ascertained in the second functionality (col. 25-26, lines 45-22); and centrally 
specifying the operating states required for a certain system state, taking into consideration the 
ascertained dependencies among the functionalities and further boundary conditions (col. 29, 
lines 5-34). 

Regarding claim 2, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein each of 
the operating states is defined by an operating state variable which is able to take up various 
operating state values (col. 28-29, lines 19-34). 

Regarding claim 3, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 2, wherein each of 
the operating state variables is able to take up operating state values corresponding to "full 
functionality", "limited functionality" and "no functionality" settings (col. 14, lines 3-12, lighting 
levels). 

Regarding claim 4, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein for taking 
into consideration the ascertained dependencies among the functionalities, staggering in time a 
processing of the functionalities which characterize the certain system state in such a way that 
the second functionality is processed before the first functionality, so as to ascertain the at least 
one input variable of the first functionality (col. 25-26, lines 45-22). 

Regarding claim 5, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein for taking 
into consideration the ascertained dependencies among the functionalities, the at least one input 
variable for the first functionality is ascertained in a way other than by processing the second 
functionality (col. 28, lines 19-59). 

Regarding claim 6, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 5, further 
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comprising: ascertaining the at least one input variable for the first functionality by at least one 
of modeling the input variable from other variables, ascertaining a substitute variable, or 
ascertaining the input variable with using an alternative algorithm (col. 25-26, lines 45-22). 

Regarding claim 7, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
operating states are specified by the functionalities which characterize a certain system state, as a 
function of at least one fault appearing in the system (col. 50, lines 52-56). 

Regarding claim 8, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
operating states are specified by the functionalities, which characterize a certain system state, as 
a function of actual operating states of the functionalities (col. 14, lines 3-12). 

Regarding claims 9, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 1, further 
comprising: at least one of controlling and regulating a system in a vehicle using the computer 
program (col. 12, lines 13-17). 

Regarding claims 10, Launey disclose the method as recited in claim 9, wherein the 
vehicle is a motor vehicle (col. 12, lines 13-17). 

Regarding claims 12, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 1, further 
comprising: at least one of controlling and regulating a system in a building using the computer 
program (col. 2, lines 42-54). 

Regarding claim 13, Launey discloses the method as recited in claim 1, further 
comprising: controlling or regulating at least one of an alarm system, a heating system, air 
conditioning system or an access control system in a building using the computer program (col. 
2, lines 42-54). 

Regarding claim 15, Launey discloses the storage medium as recited in claim 14, wherein 
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the set of instructions is stored on one of a read-only memory, a random access memory, or on a 
flash memory (Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 17, Launey discloses the controller as recited in claim 16, further 
comprising: means for executing the computer program (Fig. 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Launey as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Gudat et al. U.S. Patent 5,646,843. 

Regarding claim 11, Launey discloses remotely controlling virtually any electronic 
subsystem (col. 2, lines 42-54) of a vehicle (col. 12, lines 13-17), but does not expressly disclose 
controlling a driving dynamics system. 

Gudat discloses remotely controlling a driving dynamics system of a vehicle (abstract). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to control the electronic subsystems of a vehicle. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to do this since Launey teaches the ability to control any electronic 
subsystem. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify Launey with Gudat to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 1 1 . 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHARLES R. KASENGE whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3743. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:30-5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert DeCady can be reached on 571 272-3819. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

CK 

March 24, 2009 



/Charles R Kasenge/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2121 



